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An Analysis of Sanctions against Iran
—from the International Law Aspect
Chang Mingxia
[Abstract] Recently, the nuclear problem of Iran is the whole world
concern. The UN has adopt several sanctions against Iran; the US and EU
have also applied certain sanctions alike. Such sanctions mainly made by
western countries will impose great impact on the enterprises of our coun-
try founded in Iran. The multilateral sanctions adopted by the UN are the
obligations imposed by international law, while the unilateral sanctions ap-
plied by the US and EU are illegal because of violating the basic principles
and rules of international law, for example, the non-interference principle
and the state jurisdiction.
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